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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3, 10, 22-28, 35-36, 41 and 42-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Chebil (6,993,199). 

Regarding claims 1 , 26 and 44 Chebil discloses, 

A partial code stream truncating unit (note fig. 5 block 350) to partially truncate 
ordinarily encoded data of an image (note col. 6 lines 20-23, unused portion of encoded 
data is truncated. Thus, encoded data is partially truncated) to create a truncated code 
stream (note col. 7 lines 38-40), in accordance with a selectively truncation command 
(note col. 6 lines 22-45, col. 7 lines 19-21 and 39-40); and 

A restoration unit (note fig. 6, block 400) to, in accordance with an undo 
command (signal 373 and col. 7 lines 47-49), restore the original encoded data from 
which the truncated code stream was created temporarily by the partial code stream 
truncating unit (note col. 7 lines 47-49). 



1 
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Regarding claims 2, 27 and 45 Chebil discloses, 

Wherein the partial code stream truncating unit truncates the ordinarily encoded 
data by tuning the original encoded data (note fig.lb encoded data) into second 
encoded data (fig. 1 b generated code stream) such that turning the original encoded 
data (encoded) into the second encoded data (generated code stream) causes the 
truncated code stream (discarded portion) to be stored, wherein the second encoded 
data does not include truncated code stream (note generated code stream does not 
include the discarded portion), and 

Wherein the restoring unit (fig. 6, 400 decoding) combines the second encoded 
data and the stored truncated code stream in accordance with an undo releasing 

■ 

command (note col. 7 lines 47-49). 

Regarding claims 3, 28 and 46 Chebil discloses, 

Code line discarding unit for discarding the stored truncated code stream in 
accordance with undo releasing command (note col. 6 lines 45-48, unused portion 
which is the truncated part is discarded). 

Regarding claims 10 and 35 Chebil discloses, 

Enable a user to select a unit that is processed as the truncated code stream (fig. 
6, block 300, selecting encoder). 
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Regarding claims 22-23 and 42-43 Chebil discloses, 

A decoding and expanding unit (note fig. 6, block 400) to decode and expand 
second encoded data to reproduce an image based on second and encoded data (note 
col. 7 lines 46-48), the second encoded data being generated by partially truncating the 
truncating some form ordinarily encoded data; and 

A display unit to display the reproduced image (note col. 8 lines 1-5, well known 
for pda's and mobile devices and portable computers to have displays) 

Regarding claims 24 and 41 Chebil discloses, 

Wherein the original encoded data is based on JPEG2000 or motion-JPEG2000 
(note col. 7 lines 50-53). 

Regarding claims 25 and 36 Chebil discloses, 

Wherein the unit that is processed, as the truncated code stream is one of a 
layer, resolution level, a bit plane, a tile, a packet and a component (note col. 6 lines 20- 
25, truncated portion is a bit plane). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 4-5, 29-30 and 47-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chebil in view of Morihara et al (6,871 ,320). 

Regarding claims 4, 29 and 47 Chebil discloses, 

Code stream truncating unit and restoring unit. Chebil does not clearly disclose 
tag information and restoring encoded data from tag information. Morihara discloses 
tag information and restoring encoded data from tag information (note fig. 17 blocks S3 
and col. 13 lines 26-40). Chebil and Morihara are combinable because they are from 
the same field of endeavor. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
a person ordinary skill in the art to include restoring encoding data from tag information 
in the system of Chebil as evidenced by Morihara. The suggestion/motivation for doing 
so would have been decreasing time in processing tag information (note col. 2 lines 65- 
67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Chebil with Morihara to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 4. 

♦ 

Regarding claims 5, 30 and 48 Chebil discloses, 

Code line discarding unit for discarding the stored truncated code stream in 
accordance with undo releasing command (note col. 6 lines 45-48, unused portion 
which is the truncated part is discarded). 

5. Claims 6-9, 11-14, 31-34, 37-38 and 49-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Chebil in view of Laczko et al (6,256,348). 

Regarding claims 6-7, 31-32 and 49-50 Chebil discloses, 
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Code stream truncating unit and restoring unit. Chebil does not clearly disclose 
frames from moving image and restoring encoded data include encoded date of the at 
least one frame. Laczko disclose frames from moving image and restoring encoded 
data include encoded date of the at least one frame (note col. 7 lines 53-61 ). Chebil 
and Laczko are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor. At the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person ordinary skill in the art to 
include frames from moving image and restoring encoded data to include encoded date 
of the at least one frame in the system of Chebil as evidenced by Laczko. The 
suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been improvement in circuits (note col. 4 
lines 15-21). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Chebil with Laczko to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 6-7. 

Regarding claims 8-9, 33-34 and 51-52 Chebil discloses, 

Code line discarding unit for discarding the stored truncated code stream in 
accordance with undo releasing command (note col. 6 lines 45-48, unused portion 
which is the truncated part is discarded). 

Regarding claims 11-12,13-14 and 37-38 Chebil discloses, 

Enable a user to select a unit that is processed as the truncated code stream (fig. 
6, block 300, selecting encoder). 



J 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 15-21 and 39-40 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art fails to disclose selecting a truncated code stream from a frame 
with less movement every nth frame, frame having large vibration or does not include a 
person. These features in combination with other features are not taught in the prior art. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory M. Desire whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7449. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (6:30-3:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eileen Lillis can be reached on (571) 272-6928. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



G.D. 

April 20, 2007 




GREGORY DESIRE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



